
DATE APPROVED:  March 27, 2017 
 
 

HISTORIC PROPERTIES AD HOC WORK GROUP 
Santiam Room, City Hall 
Monday, March 13, 2017 

12:00 p.m. 
 

MINUTES 
 
Work Group Members present: Mayor Sharon Konopa; City Councilors Dick Olsen and Mike Sykes; CARA 

Advisory Board Members Rich Catlin and Mark Spence; Landmarks Advisory 
Board Members Kerry McQuillin (via video conference) and Larry Preston; and 
Parks & Recreation Commission Members Russ Allen and Will Sheppy 

 
Work Group Members absent: Landmarks Advisory Board Member Bill Ryals 
 
Staff present:  Parks & Recreation Director and Interim Urban Renewal Director Ed Hodney; 

Assistant City Manager/Chief Information Officer and Interim Economic 
Development Director Jorge Salinas; Planning Manager Bob Richardson; and 
Public Works Operations Director Chris Bailey (arrived at 12:15 p.m.). 

 
Others present: Matthew Fitchett, owner of 3Lifestyle Homes 
 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
Mayor Sharon Konopa called the meeting to order at 12:04 p.m. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
MOTION:  Member Rich Catlin moved to approve the minutes as presented.  Member Mike Sykes seconded the 
motion, which passed 9-0. 
 
SCHEDULED BUSINESS 
 
Review and consider options for Main Street church 
 
Member Larry Preston noted that since the structure would have to be separated into three sections to be relocated 
anyway, they might want to consider reassembling only the original outer sections of the church and demo the 
middle addition.  The original features, such as the stained glass windows, high ceilings, and historic architecture, 
would be preserved; and the cost of relocation and renovation would be reduced.  Eliminating the middle addition 
would reduce the square footage and limit the use of the building since it would be quite a bit smaller, but it 
wouldn’t be sectioned off the way it is currently.  Matthew Fitchett, owner of 3Lifestyle Homes, added that 
reconstructing the building without a basement at a new location would also reduce costs significantly.  Konopa 
questioned whether the middle addition to the structure, which was built in the 1920s, would also be considered 
historic.  Preston said it certainly might be; that would be something for the Landmarks Advisory Commission to 
evaluate. 
 
Member Russ Allen said his initial impression was that there’s not much left of the church that seems to be worth 
saving, and it’s not going to fulfill much of a need at its current location.  He believes that the building has to 
serve some sort of municipal purpose because it’s not likely to serve any commercial purpose.  He said it’s 
unfortunate that the costs of relocating the structure are so high; but the original structure reassembled without the 
middle addition, with the interior space opened up, would be much cheaper and more interesting. 
 
Member Will Sheppy pointed out that historic structures generally hold a lot of value in terms of interest in the 
community.  People like to live in a community that has preserved its history.  Because of that, there’s a benefit in 
preserving historic buildings in Albany, but there’s also the expense to consider.  He feels they need to evaluate 
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what history is being preserved by saving the church, i.e., whether there’s a story the church needs to tell.  He 
added that much of the character of the church seems to have been lost as a result of the modification work done 
on the interior. 
 
Public Works Operations Director Chris Bailey arrived at 12:15 p.m. 
 
Fitchett asked whether anyone had contacted the Regional Museum to find out the history of the church.  Konopa 
said she’d previously seen a write-up done on the church’s history, and the group expressed interest in receiving a 
copy of the write-up.  Bailey noted that she has one old photo of the original structure before the middle addition 
was constructed, which the group said they would also like to see. 
 
Member Mark Spence said he’d like to explore possibilities for cost offsets.  If the church were relocated to 
another City property and maintained as a City asset, then the Main Street property would be open for 
development and could be sold to offset costs.  He would like to know the value of the Main Street property as 
raw developable land.  He said the next consideration is what function the structure could serve for the 
community.  If the structure were original, just a smaller building with the tall bell tower, it would be 
extraordinary interior space because of the architecture.  He suggested that the small structure could serve as a 
focal point for a community campus with other useful auxiliary buildings surrounding the historic structure. 
 
Allen suggested that the church should be relocated to another City location where people already tend to 
congregate, such as Timber-Linn Memorial Park or a similar location. 
 
Fitchett commented that Albany is definitely in need of better venues for weddings, parties, or other events.  He 
thinks the church would be a great rental option once renovated.   
 
Member Kerry McQuillin stated that the building has a lot of value to Albany in general because it is one of the 
last remaining historic wood churches in the area.  She said the detail of the older sections is fabulous and 
interesting, but the newer portion is architecturally uninspiring.  With renovation, the City could achieve 
something much more interesting.  In terms of the use for the community, she feels it could be a great place to 
have gatherings.  She noted that the City generally has the most affordable rental spaces for community members 
to host their events, which increases demand for them, and it would be great to create another affordable space for 
the community.  She recognizes that parking at the current location is very impractical, so it seems obvious that it 
must be relocated.  She noted that relocating the structure to the City-owned property next to the Skate Park 
would keep costs down since it’s just a short move across the train tracks. 
 
Catlin said he began with the same question to determine a good use for the structure.  He said it seems to him 
that a meeting space is probably the best option given the small size and original use of the structure.  He feels 
that it’s important to first look at the building’s original location and determine whether there’s any historic value 
in the location itself, noting that the Main Street area has changed significantly over the years.  He likes the idea 
of exploring relocation to a City park or other City-owned property, but he’s not excited about relocating it to 
Edgewater Village.  He said that speaking from his involvement with the development, he’s not sure that it’s the 
best place for long-term relocation and long-term use as a City facility.  He agrees with Spence that it needs to be 
in proximity to other City facilities, and he’d be interested in looking more closely at costs for potential locations 
before making a decision. 
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Sykes said his primary concern is cost, where the money is coming from, and whether the City sees a return on 
investment.  Konopa agreed that cost is certainly something to consider, but they also have to balance that against 
the historical significance of the structure.  Sykes suggested that the group start with how much the project is 
going to cost, where they’re going to get the money, and then they can figure out what they’re able to do; right 
now, the group doesn’t have any hard numbers. 
 
Konopa said the first question for the group was whether the church is worth renovating; and there seems to be 
consensus that renovation is desired, but not in the current location.  Assistant City Manager/Chief Information 
Officer and Interim Economic Development Director Jorge Salinas showed an aerial view of potential relocation 
sites on the TV screen that included the City-owned property next to the Skate Park and the City-owned property 
next to the Edgewater Village development.  Konopa pointed out that the community would see an added benefit 
of additional parking if the property next to Edgewater Village were developed for the church relocation.  She 
noted that the benefits to relocating the structure to the City-owned property next to the Skate Park would be 
plenty of space for parking and lower relocation costs. 
 
Member Dick Olsen compared the church renovation to the City’s decision to invest in the Monteith House in the 
1970s, which he thinks most people would say was a worthwhile investment. 
 
Salinas pulled up a diagram of the structure on the Linn County Assessor’s website.  The dimensions shown 
would indicate the original structure is just under 1,200 square feet.  
 
Konopa said the next question to consider is whether the church should be sold as is for renovation by a private 
party.  Konopa asked Fitchett and Preston whether they felt it was too costly for someone to renovate as a home 
or for other private use.  Preston said he wouldn’t think so; people renovate structures in much worse condition 
just for the square footage.  Catlin noted that the problem is the neighborhood; there are no houses around, and 
it’s on a busy commercial street.  Konopa said another complication would be for someone to get bank financing 
to relocate the structure if they wanted to renovate it off-site.  Discussion followed. 
 
Konopa asked the group if they had other locations in mind for relocating the structure.  Olsen commented that 
the Edgewater Village property would be a nicer location than next to the Skate Park.  Planning Manager Bob 
Richardson suggested that they look at a few possibilities and then do a comparison of viable locations and 
proposed uses.  He pointed out that what the structure might be used for at Edgewater Village could be 
completely different from the use at another location.  In response to a question from Fitchett, Catlin explained 
that the Edgewater Village property would be separated from the river by private residences in the development, 
but there would be connections to the Dave Clark Path along the riverfront.  Catlin suggested Burkhart Park as a 
potential site.  Fitchett asked about placing the structure in Eleanor Hackleman Park since it’s a nicer setting than 
the City-owned parcel across the street.  Hodney explained that Eleanor Hackleman Park is in part federally 
funded, which means the City would have to go through a very costly and lengthy process to change the 
designated use. 
 
Hodney highlighted the competing priorities of restoration for historical reasons, which is something intangible 
that you can’t necessarily put a number on, and the desire to create a resource for community use.  He said that 
from a technical standpoint, the smaller the building is, the less revenue will be seen for a return on investment.  
Reducing the building to a smaller footprint will limit the use unless it is made part of a suite of services with 
other buildings in the same location.  If it’s on its own site with nothing else around, a small 1,000-1,200 square 
foot interior space is not going to generate a level of income that justifies the project.  He suggested Monteith 
Riverpark as a location where there could be multiple spaces for use in proximity to one another.  He identified a 
location in the southwest corner of the park that sees limited use during the summer concert series and is in close 
proximity to the parking lot.  He added that Monteith Riverpark would seem to make more sense to him that 
Edgewater Village, which is away from other public services.  Discussion followed. 
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Konopa pointed out that the property at the base of the Pacific Boulevard off ramp going into downtown (Eighth 
Avenue SW and Lyon Street SW) is owned by the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) but is 
maintained by the City.  She believes it would be a great location for a visitors center use. 
 
Swanson Park was also suggested as a possible site, which Catlin and Olsen both agreed would be a good location 
and the structure would fit with the historic neighborhood. 
 
Hodney reiterated that there is certainly a need for more public space.  He said the question is what kind of space 
and how big that space needs to be.  He suggested looking at the types of spaces that are in demand, the size of 
the space, what is offered in terms of amenities, what the location is like, etc., and bring that information back for 
consideration. 
 
Discussion followed regarding the option to issue another Request for Proposals (RFP) and expand the 
advertisement area to Salem and Portland to generate more interest.   
 
McQuillin commented that she can certainly understanding how it might be appealing to sell the church to a 
private investor if that were a viable option, but she feels they also have to look at whether the church should be 
saved for the community.  She noted that it is a rare resource being one of the few wooden churches left in the 
area.  Konopa agreed, adding that if they were to sell the church to a private party, they have no guarantee of 
follow through with restoration or maintenance.  Preston clarified that he’s not advocating that the City abdicate 
authority, just that he’d be interested in the possibility of private investment versus public money.  Discussion 
followed.  McQuillin said it seems there are too many questions outstanding about the location and desired use 
before the City could pursue another RFP.  She also sees a benefit in keeping the church a community asset so 
that people can experience and enjoy the interior of the structure as well. 
 
Konopa stated that the next meeting would be focused on identifying pros and cons for each of the suggested 
locations, and staff will bring back refined figures for relocation and restoration costs including whether the 
structure is moved with or without a basement. 
 
NEXT MEETING DATE 
 
Monday, March 27, 2017; 12:00 p.m.; Santiam Room, Albany City Hall 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 1:20 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, Reviewed by,  
 
Signature on File Signature on File 
 
 
Holly Roten Jorge Salinas 
Administrative Assistant I Assistant City Manager/Chief Information Officer 
  and Interim Economic Development Director 
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